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REASONS IN SUPPORT OF APPLICANTS 1 
PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

Sir: 

This document is submitted in support of the Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review 
filed concurrently with a Notice of Appeal in compliance with 37 C.F.R. 41 .3 1 and with the 
rules set out in the OG of July 12, 2005 for the New Appeal Brief Conference Pilot Program, 
which was extended until further notice on January 10, 2006. 

It is not believed that an extension of time and/or additional fee(s) is due. However, if 
any fee or extension of time for this request is required, Applicants request that this be 
considered a petition therefor. The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any 
additional fee which may be required, or credit any refund, to our Deposit Account No. 50- 
0220. 

REMARKS 

Applicants hereby request a Pre-Appeal Brief Review (hereinafter "Request") of 
Claims 1-7, 9 and 1 1-22, which stand finally rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) over U.S. Patent 
Application Publication 2005/0203873 to Gray ("Gray") in view of U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2004/0203890 to Karaoguz ("Karaoguz") and in view of U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2004/0204071 to Bahl ("Bahl"). Applicants respectfully submit that one or more 
elements needed for a prima facie rejection under 35 USC §103 (a) are not present. 
Therefore, Applicants respectfully request review of the present application by an appeal 
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conference prior to filing of an Appeal Brief. In the interest of brevity, and without waiving 
the right to argue additional grounds should this Request be denied, Applicants will point out 
the Action's omission of one or more essential elements needed for a prima facie rejection. 

Independent Claims 1, 17 and 20 are patentable over Gray, Karaoguz and Bahl 

Claim 1 recites a method for directing a mobile user to a wireless network access 
point including: 

receiving a mobile user request for a location of a wireless network 
access point via a user terminal, wherein the user request comprises one or 
more amenities including one or more of a hotel, a restaurant, a store, a 
park and an airport; 

identifying a geographic location of the mobile user responsive to 
receiving the user request; and 

identifying a wireless network access point convenient to the user 
that provides access to the one or more amenities based on stored data 
including the physical location or address of a wireless network and the 
amenities available at or near the wireless network; 

wherein the user request includes a particular service 
provider associated with the wireless network and identifying a 
wireless network access point further comprises identifying a 
wireless network access point provided by the particular service 
provider. 

Independent Claims 17 and 20 include recitations similar to Claim 1. The Action 
concedes that Grey does not disclose that the user request includes one or more amenities 
including one or more of a hotel, a restaurant, a store, a park and an airport. The Action cites 
Karaoguz as disclosing these features at paragraphs [003 5] -[003 7] and paragraph [0041]. The 
Action further states that Bahl discloses identifying a wireless network access point provided 
by a particular service provider at paragraphs [0038]-[0039] and paragraph [0045]. 

Applicants respectfully disagree with the Action's characterization of the cited 
references and submit that certain recitations of the independent claims are not disclosed or 
rendered obvious by Grey, Karaoguz and Bahl. In particular, Applicants submit that the cited 
references do not disclose that the user request includes one or more amenities including one 
or more of a hotel, a restaurant, a store, a park and an airport or identifying a wireless network 
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access point convenient to the user that provides access to the one or more amenities based on 
stored data including the physical location or address of a wireless network and the amenities 
available at or near the wireless network. In addition, the cited references do not disclose that 
the user request includes a particular service provider associated with the wireless network 
and identifying a wireless network access point further includes identifying a wireless 
network access point provided by the particular service provider . 

With respect to Karaoguz, Applicants submit that Karaoguz does not disclose a user 
request that includes amenities including one or more of a hotel, a restaurant, a store, a park 
and an airport. Although Karaoguz discusses that the wireless telephone service provider can 
provide information "about the services offered by and capabilities of the nearby hotpots on a 
basis of more than distance" (see paragraph [0036] (cited in the Action)), the services and 
capabilities of the hotspots are apparently related to the offerings of the hotspot itself and not 
the amenities that are located nearby, i.e. , hotels, restaurants, stores, parks or airports. For 
example, Karaoguz discusses that the capabilities of the hotspot can include 'Voice, data and 
video networking capabilities, as well [as] the amount of bandwidth available to users of the 
hotspots." See paragraph [0036] (cited in the Action). As another example, Karaoguz 
discusses that a sports fan with the ability to receive streaming data might receive an 
advertisement detailing the presence of a streamed sporting event at a local hotspot. See 
paragraph [0037] (cited in the Action). However, Karaoguz does not discusses any amenities 
including one or more of a hotel, a restaurant, a store, a park and an airport as recited in 
Claim 1 . This recitation is also not disclosed by Grey or Bahl. 

Accordingly, Applicants submit that none of the cited references disclose or render 
obvious identifying a wireless network access point convenient to the user that provides 
access to the one or more amenities based on stored data including the physical location or 
address of a wireless network and the amenities available at or near the wireless network or 
that the amenities include one or more of a hotel, a restaurant, a store, a park and an airport. 

In addition, Applicants submit that Bahl does not disclose that the user request 
includes a particular service provider associated with the wireless network and that 
identifying a wireless network access point further includes identifying a wireless network 
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access point provided by the particular service provider as maintained in the Action. It is 
noted that Claim 1 also recites identifying a wireless network access point convenient to the 
user that provides access to the one or more amenities based on stored data including the 
physical location or address of a wireless network and the amenities available at or near the 
wireless network. 

Bahl proposes a method for establishing wireless data sessions between wireless 
clients , each of which support multiple wireless protocols . A commonly supported wireless 
protocol is utilized to share the wireless protocols supported by the clients' circuitry, and a 
wireless data session is then established based on the common capabilities of the wireless 
clients. Where multiple common protocols are supported, user preferences are utilized to 
determine which of the commonly supported protocols will be utilized. See Abstract. Bahl 
also discusses that the user preferences can include the preferred service provider support. 
See paragraph [0045] (cited in the Action). When the additional user preferences are taken 
into account, additional negotiations between the wireless clients may be required before a 
wireless data session is established. See paragraphs [0046] - [0047]. 

Therefore, the user preferences in Bahl are used to determine which protocol should 
be used for establishing a data session between wireless clients that support multiple 
protocols . Accordingly, Bahl uses the user preference to identify a protocol for a data 
session, and Bahl does not relate to identifying a wireless network access point convenient to 
the user that provides access to the one or more amenities based on stored data including the 
physical location or address of a wireless network and the amenities available at or near the 
wireless network. Bahl also does not disclose that the user request includes a particular 
service provider associated with the wireless network and that identifying a wireless network 
access point further includes identifying a wireless network access point provided by the 
particular service provider. 

For at least the reasons discussed above, Claims 1,17 and 20 and Claims 2-7, 9, 11-16 
and 21-22 depending therefrom are patentable over Grey, Karaoguz and Bahl. 
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Applicant submits that one or more elements needed for a prima facie rejection under 
35 USC § 103(a) arc not present. Therefore, Applicant respectfully requests that the present 
application be reviewed and reversed by the appeal conference prior to the filing of an appeal 
brief. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Laura M. Kelley 
Registration No.: 48,441 



USPTO Customer No. 39072 

Myers Bigel Sibley & Sajovec 
Post Office Box 37428 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27627 
Telephone: 919/854-1400 
Facsimile: 919/854-1401 
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